Behavioural studies have shown that when engaging in a visual task response facilitation to tactile stimuli at exogenously cued locations is diminished. Here we investigated behavioural and also neural correlates of tactile exogenous attention when participants either watched a visual stream (single task) or also detected targets in the visual stream (dual task). During the visual stream, tactile cues were presented to the left or right hand followed by tactile targets at the same or opposite hand. Behavioural results demonstrated slowed responses to tactile targets at cued locations (i.e., IOR) in the single whilst no attention effect in the dual task. Concurrently recorded EEG revealed multiple stages of tactile processing to be attenuated when engaging in a visual task: First, the amplitude of the cueelicited somatosensory P100 component was suppressed suggesting relative early cross-modality effects in the dual task. Second, correlates of cue-induced attentional control processes showed a reduced late somatosensory negativity (LSN) in the dual compared to the single task suggesting smaller preparatory processes. Finally, early attentional selection correlates of post-target ERPs (N80) were absent in the dual task. This study demonstrated for the first time that engaging in a visual task abolished behavioural IOR in touch. ERP analyses showed that early somatosensory processing as well as specific correlates of tactile attentional orienting and target selection are diminished under visual engagement. Our findings are in line with a supramodal account of attention.
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Introduction
When playing a challenging video game or watching an absorbing movie we may feel like we are lost in this visual world as events happening around us (e.g., the bell ringing) or even to ourselves (e.g., a tap on the shoulder) appear to take longer to be noticed. The ability to prioritise certain information out of the stream of sensory input constantly bombarding our senses is known as selective attention. Directing our attention consciously towards a particular spatial location or focusing on particular stimuli is generally known as voluntary or endogenous attention. Attention can also be driven by external stimuli in our environment which grab our attention, also known as automatic or exogenous attention. Much of the attention research has explored these attention mechanisms separately. However, in our everyday lives endogenous and exogenous attention processing do not typically occur in complete isolation but instead, stimulus processing may require activating both types of mechanisms (e.g., Spalek, Falcon, & Di Lollo, 2006) .
To what extent a peripheral event is processed or can influence performance in a central task has been extensively studied (e.g., Eriksen & Eriksen, 1974) . Furthermore, based on these and similar findings it has been suggested that perception has limited capacity and that all stimuli are processed in an automatic fashion until the available capacity has been exhausted (e.g., Lavie, 1995; Lavie, Hirst, de Fockert, & Viding, 2004) . Therefore, when engaging in a central task the extent to which peripheral, irrelevant stimuli are processed and capture our attention depends how much attentional capacity is still available. That is, when the central task is high in perceptual or attentional load and attentional capacity is fully engaged in processing task relevant information, there is little or no spare capacity to process irrelevant stimuli. On the contrary, when engaging in a task with low perceptual or attentional load, any capacity which has not been utilised in the relevant task is available to process task irrelevant stimuli. Support for this notion comes from behavioural and neuroimaging studies (see Lavie, 2004 for review). In particular neuroimaging studies have allowed insight into how irrelevant stimuli are processed during varying load. Converging evidence from fMRI 
